NPT nonparty, has developed a nuclear-powered submarine 
and is expected to begin sea trials this year.—SERENA 
KELLEHER-VERGANTINI 


White House Fills Expanded WMD Post 


lizabeth Sherwood-Randall, the top National Security 

Council (NSC) adviser on European affairs, has been 
named to a new NSC position as coordinator for defense poli- 
cy, weapons of mass destruction (WMD), and arms control, the 
White House announced March 19. 

Sherwood-Randall takes over the WMD and arms control 
portfolio previously held by Gary Samore, who now is execu- 
tive director of the Belfer Center for Science and International 
Affairs at Harvard University. The newly created NSC position 
adds defense policy to the old portfolio 
in an effort to improve coordination on 
related issues, according to White House 
officials cited in a March 19 report in The 
Cable. 

President Barack Obama “will look to 
[Sherwood-Randall] to bring significant 
energy and capability to his second term 


as we pursue the ambitious goals he set 


Elizabeth 
Sherwood-Randall forth in his Prague speech in 2009,” na- 


tional security adviser Tom Donilon said 
in the announcement. In that speech, Obama laid out a broad 
nuclear policy covering arms reductions, nonproliferation, 
nuclear security, and other issues. 

Sherwood-Randall will work with Lt. Col. Ron Clark, acting 
senior director for defense policy and strategy; Laura Holgate, 
senior director for WMD terrorism and threat reduction; and 
Lynn Rusten, senior director for arms control and nonprolifera- 
tion, The Cable said. 

During the Clinton administration, Sherwood-Randall served 
as deputy assistant secretary of defense for Russia, Ukraine, 
and Eurasia, where she played a role in the denuclearization of 
Belarus, Kazakhstan, and Ukraine after those countries inher- 
ited nuclear weapons with the dissolution of the Soviet Union. 
She previously served as chief foreign affairs and defense 
policy adviser to Vice President Joe Biden when he was a U.S. 
senator. 

Sherwood-Randall will take up her new post April 8, the 
White House said.—TOM Z. COLLINA 


On the Calendar 


April 18-19 Meeting of the five nuclear 
Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT) nuclear 
weapon states, Moscow 

April 22-May3 NPT preparatory committee meeting for 


the 2015 review conference, Geneva 


May 13-June 28 Conference on Disarmament, second part, 


Geneva 


May 30-31 Hague Code of Conduct Against Ballistic 
Missile Proliferation, 12th regular meeting, 


Vienna 


meports 


Peta No Lore, 


Spider Web: The Making and 
Unmaking of Iran Sanctions 


International Crisis Group, February 2013 


This report from the International Crisis Group argues that the 
sanctions regime that the international community currently is 
imposing on Iran has not been successful. The report lays out a 
comprehensive history of the origins and scope of these sanctions 
and describes the Iranian government's responses. According to the 
report, the sanctions have not accomplished their goals of modify- 
ing Iran’s behavior and convincing Tehran to halt key elements of its 
nuclear program, but rather have prompted the regime to dig in its 
heels and adopt a strategy of “resistance till victory,’ in the words of 
a European official quoted in the report. Meanwhile, the report says, 
elites inTehran have managed to adapt while the general popu- 

lace has borne the brunt of the economic sanctions. Labeling the 
sanctions a “less-than-optimal tool” to influence Iran’s behavior or 
advance negotiations, the report cautions against “placing all one’s 
eggs in the sanctions basket.’ The current sanctions regime has 
become so extensive and so complex that “it will be hard to offer 
significant, concrete relief short of a major—and improbable —turn- 
around” in lran’s domestic and foreign policies that would satisfy 
the criteria in U.S. law, the report says. With an emphasis on mov- 
ing forward, the report concludes with recommendations for the 
United States, its allies, and the Iranian regime to adopt a gradual 
approach that “puts more time on the proverbial nuclear clock” 
while negotiating meaningful but realistic sanctions relief for mean- 
ingful but realistic nuclear concessions. —ALEXANDRA SCHMITT 


Atomic Kingdom: If Iran Builds the Bomb, 
Will Saudi Arabia Be Next? 


Colin H. Kahl, Melissa G. Dalton, and Matthew Irvine, Center 
for a New American Security, February 2013 


In this report, Colin H. Kahl, a former deputy assistant secretary of 
defense for the Middle East, and his colleagues from the Center 

for a New American Security argue against the common assertion 
that a nuclear-armed Iran would cause a proliferation cascade in 
the Middle East. The report acknowledges then counters the claim 
that Saudi Arabia would seek to develop its own nuclear deterrent, 
receive illicit weapons transfers from Pakistan, or seek a security 
agreement with Pakistan in response to an Iranian nuclear threat. 
The report questions the likelihood of those outcomes while recog- 
nizing they are not impossible. The authors argue that Saudi Arabia 
would seek a counter to an Iranian bomb, but that there are strong 
disincentives to receiving weapons or producing them domesti- 
cally. The Saudis would have to consider the prospect of straining 
strategic ties with the United States and of becoming the target 

of international sanctions, the report says. For these reasons, the 
authors argue that Saudi Arabia’s response would be to bolster its 
conventional forces while pursuing a “long-term hedging strategy” 
to improve civilian nuclear capabilities. If the United States and oth- 
er countries fail to prevent Iran from obtaining nuclear weapons, a 
Saudi-U.S. security agreement is the most likely and least regionally 
destabilizing outcome, the authors conclude.— ERIC TAMERLANI 
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